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Dear Hewars, ‘4/353/7T 


Reur 1/17/77 tres CLA's Gene Wilsoa on your request for the traascripts of 
the LHO ,sxico inte cepts, he ases decevtive lunguas, on purpose, bu aay have made a 
sistuke. I think you sheuld fellew this Ue 


if Tf am net clear cose beck at mee I've boon in DC ad day and I'11 ge over the 
ether enclosures in your aallings ef 1/26 and 28, beth here today. I want te set out ef 
&Y wUpLerts b:causea the legs itch se I'll do that am read abad, 


i have no idea how nuay requests have beem nade for this zaterial. I'm sure Bud's 
cover it, probably telin's. I have a general one that does and twe apecific ones that 
de, one te Archives, Makk Allen fhlea on too narroy ga 1 filed ose broadening that. 
Wiises even tried to talk a out of that ons, ia writing. 


Where I think ths fink slipved up, serhaps getting carried away with his eperations 
against Asecicans ans the Act, is in his secend peragrapke This reads, in fulls "Item 
#9 of your vaquest is being proceaued by this Agency uader the Preedex of Luformatien 
Act and we shell be in further cousunication with yer os secon as the proceaging has been 
conpicted." I hope you knew what he is really saying and car agree with the petential 
ef what he did say. ; 


a 


They are using a stall they rarel% spell’ ut, precessing all the JFK recerde 
togteher amd uaing this as an excuse fer wikhelding pinpsint requests. They want to 
ceaplete prefeasing all. I do noi believes they have. the risht te Be this with aa 
dadctifiable recerd, thus sy separate regueste 


“n stead ef telling you there regular stuff he says this ene item af your 
request " is being precassed.” and when this preceseing, net that ef all their JFK 
Stff "has been ceapleted" they "shell be inf further coxmnmication with yeu" 


i have heard fro thes that they will be waldag mere releases in a couple ef weckse 
They €14 net indicate of what. 


“e refers to what he considers “ag seen as feasible ja his next graf. With we that 
has becn six years witheut coupsiaucese be uet accept it. Siege upern it, using your ewn 
Sictkonary's definition ef feasible. 

I wevlu tell ga hin that yeu de met want any extra work for thea or for you but 
his is required by law te giv: you specifics. Waex they are new processing thiz Itea 
they should be able to giv» yeu a date of delivery. Ask hiv when an. fer when they began 
the precassing x lf uet for yeu, why the long delay om an uncenplicated item and why 
when they are in this precessing ef this itey he dees net give yeu an estinated date. 
I'd tell bie that if hs is set seing te give a date withla reasea you are appealing 
ang that yeu went your eltter taker as an appeal. de is the review ceusittee. teu adsress 
hia en that, tee. 


Once they have begua Ehe processing of the request that ends their legitimate clain 
te backlog, Their 10 days have expired. 
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You renklze the ¢iffere: betwesn this and thear letter te we. They aay atep te 
think about a avit down there wheres yeu could insist on firstepercen ana. ers on delays in 
coapliance when they have eliginated all conasideratioss except « review ef the eriginal 

prefessinzg. Jers the narewness is, I think, helpful. With thi item there is alse the 
fact tht the story iteslf is net new, way pkblished less age, to it is not x new matter 
te thes, oven less se after their leskings, 
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I'li vive Jia a ceny of the letier te you. ~sst, 


